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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to RCE amendment filed on 6/20/2006. 
This action is made Non-Final. 

2. In the amendment, claims 1-3, 8-10, 15-17, and 22-42 are pending in the case. Claims, 1, 
8, 15, 22, 25, 28, 31, 33, 35, 37, 39, and 41 are independent claims. 

3. The rejections of claims 1-3, 8-10, 15-17, and 22-42 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being impatentable over Lesnick et al, hereinafter Lesnick (Pat.# 4,760,606, 7/26/1988), in view 
of Gillings et al, hereinafter Gillings (Pat.# 5,666,490, 9/9/1997), have been withdrawn as 
necessitated by the amendment. 

Priority 

4. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 

U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), and based on application # 10-179,731 filed in Japan on 6/11/1998 , which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 



5. 



Drawings 

The formal drawings filed on 9/20/02 have been approved by the draftsperson. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 8-10, 15-17, and 22-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lesnick et al, hereinafter Lesnick (Pat.# 4,760,606, 7/26/1988), in view of 
Gillings et al, hereinafter Gillings (Pat.# 5,666,490, 9/9/1997), and fiirther in view of Microsoft 
"Getting Results with Microsoft Office 97", 1997, pp.376-381. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Lesnick discloses a network of user client workstations 
linked together in a computer local area network, to a central computer server with a main data 
storage. The server is directly connected via a data link means — cable— (col.3, lines 32-67, col. 
4, lines 10-67, fig.2-3). 

Moreover, Lesnick discloses a main data storage for storing digitized document images, 
which are classified into file or folders in accordance to the user information stored in a header 
page (col. 4, lines 4-67, and col. 11, lines 1 1-67). 

In addition, Lesnick discloses a document processor for feeding, digitizing, and 
classifying directly into a computer server — storing server—, docimients based upon the 
information detected in header pages, which are separate fi-om the document pages (col.3, lines 
31-col. 4, line 67, and col. 10, lines 53-col. 1 1, line 67). Every time a new header page is 
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encountered, a new file for storing document image data is created by an image library (col. 11, 
lines 10-36). For example, if there is a first header pme— format image information- followed 
by corresponding docxmient pages, and after these document pages there is a second header page 
with its respective document pages, then whenever the first header page is encoimtered-^r5/ 
sheet of format image information is detected- its document pages are scanned and stored in a 
first file. Once the first header page and its corresponding document pages have been processed, 
the second header page— /brma^ image information- is then accessed — second sheet of format 
image information is detected- which effectively indicates the end of the documents belonging 
to the first header page. This in tum triggers the creation of a second file for storing the 
document pages associated with the second header page. 

Further, Lesnick discloses the automatic — not by users— digitization of documents, and 
header pages — sheet document image information, and sheet of format image information— to be 
input into a main data storage for storing digitized document images, which are classified into 
file folders. The document images are sent to an OCR device (using or designating a single file 
name for those images in the file) for performing character recognition of the image (col. 3, lines 
37-col. 4, line 67, and col. 11, lines 1 1-67). Lesnick fails to explicitly disclose an image 
information storing server connected to the network and configured to store (I) registered group 
names and corresponding user names for each respective group name and (2) image information 
in various folders to be read by the plurality of users. However, Office teaches creating a 
personal distribution list, containing the names of everyone in a distribution group (page 380). It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
allow users to access the information stored in the folders, and storing the documents sent to 
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each user describe in the list, because this would enable the users to interact with the main data 
storage, and retrieve image information pertaining to such individual uses according to the 
information included in the header pages, and for all the reasons found in Office, including 
making it easy to send documents to users in a certain group of people (page 380). 

Furthermore, Lesnick fails to expUcitly disclose the format image information indicates a 
user name; a group name, a controller determines if the group name is registered, and if the 
group name is registered, the image information server stores the sheet document image 
information in an applicable folder of each registered user corresponding to the group name. 
However, Gillings teaches distributing documents based on workgroup names used to index the 
documents (col.6, line 46-coL7, line 16). Office teaches creating a personal distribution list, 
containing the names of everyone in a distribution group (page 380). It would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use group names in the 
barcode taught by Lesnick, together with the teachings of Gillings, and Office, because Gillings 
teaches overcoming the inefficiency of letting only one user at a time to access case reports 
(col.l, lines52-col.2, line3), and for all the reasons found in Office, including making it easy to 
send documents to users in a certain group of people (page 380). 

Regarding claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Lesnick teaches a header page describing 
user associated with a document page(s) to be digitized (coL 4, lines 32-67, fig. 6). 
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Regarding claim 3, which depends on claim 1, Lesnick discloses the storage of the 
document pages as a single document in a document file (col. 11, hnes 10-44). 

Claims 8-10 are directed towards a computer system for implementing the system found 
in claims 1-3, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claims 15-17 are directed towards a method for implementing the system foxmd in claims 
1-3 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Regarding independent claim 22, the Umitations: A network system including a plurality 
of users connected through a plurality of client terminal devices connected to a 
network,.,, wherein the sheet of format image information is detected with sheet document image 
information,,., are directed to the limitations found in claim 1, and therefore are similarly 
rejected. 

Further, Lesnick discloses a header page with a "user identification nimiber" for the 
classification and storage of processed documents. The processed docixments are stored within 
files in accordance with the header sheet (col. 4, lines 47-50, col. 11, lines 10-36). Lesnick fails 
to explicitly disclose the sheet of format image information indicates a group name... stores the 
sheet document image information in applicable folders defined by the group user name, 
However,Jt would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to group the document image information in folders defined by group user name. 
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because Lesnick teaches above, the classification of documents having the same user id. This 
would provide the benefit of grouping documents according the user id — group user name. 

Furthermore, Lesnick fails to explicitly disclose the format image information indicates a 
user name; a group name, a controller determines if the group name is registered, and if the 
group name is registered, the image information server stores the sheet document image 
information in an applicable folder of each registered user corresponding to the group name; the 
format image information indicates a user name. However, Gillings teaches distributing 
documents based on workgroup names used to index the documents (col.6, line 46-col.7, line 
16). Office teaches creating a personal distribution list, containing the names of everyone in a 
distribution group (page 380). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to use group names in the barcode taught by Lesnick, together with 
the teachings of GilUngs, and Office, because Gillings teaches overcoming the inefficiency of 
letting only one user at a time to access case reports (col.l, lines52-col.2, line3), and for all the 
reasons foxmd in Office, including making it easy to send documents to users in a certain group 
of people (page 380). 

Claim 23 is directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in claim 
22, and therefore is similarly rejected. 

Regarding claim 24, which depends on claim 22, Lesnick discloses the storing digitized 
document images as a single file bitmap representation, and then stored into a file folder (col. 11, 
lines 11, lines 11-67). 
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Claims 25-27 are directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in 
claims 22, 22, and 24 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claims 28-30 are directed towards a method for controlling a network system equivalent 
to the system found in claims 22, 22, and 24 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claim 31 is directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in claim 1, 
except for* wherein when the first sheet of format image infi)rmation indicates a group name, the 
image information server stores the sheet document image information in an applicable folder 
or file of the group name, which is taught by Gillings teaches distributing documents based on 
workgroup names used to index the documents (col.6, hne 46-col.7, line 16). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use group names in 
the barcode taught by Lesnick, because Gillings teaches overcoming the inefficiency of letting 
only one user at a time to access case reports (col.l, lines52-col.2, line3), and therefore are 
similarly rejected. 

Claims 32-36 are directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in 
claims 3, 31, 3, 31, and 3 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claim 37 is directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in claim 1, 
except for wherein when the first sheet of format image information indicates a group name. 



Application/Control Number: 09/330,056 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2178 

which is taught by Gillings teaches distributing documents based on workgroup names used to 
index the documents. The docimients are continuously stored in workgroup queues-folders -for 
later access only by users belonging to that specific workgroup (col.6, line 46-col.7, line 16). It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
group names in the barcode taught by Lesnick, because Gillings teaches overcoming the 
inefficiency of letting only one user at a time to access case reports (col.l, lines52-col.2, line3), 
and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Claims 38-42 are directed towards a network system equivalent to the system found in 
claims 3, 37, 3, 37, and 3 respectively, and therefore are similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed 6/20/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in light of the newly found prior art reference. 

Conclusion 

L Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cesar B. Paula whose telephone niunber is (571) 272-4128. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. However, in such a case, please 
allow at least one business day. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Apphcation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 

obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, go to http://portal.uspto.gov/extemal/portal/pair . Should you have any questions about 

access to the Private PAIR system, please contact the Electronic Business Center (EBG) at 866 

217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this Action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 

• (571)-273-8300 (for all Formal commimications intended for entry) 




CESAR PAULA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

8/29/06 



